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Mr. Tom Wicker 
The New York Times 
Hew York, New York 

Dear Mr. Wicker: 

Although the matter discussed in this letter is not of 
great importance, you may he able to settle a question that has 
bothered me for some time. 

I just finished reading your article, "That Day in Dallas", 
in Greengerg and Parker, The Kennedy Assassination and the Ameri- 
can Public . On page 29 of that book you say: 

As we (on the press bus) came out of the underpass, 

I saw a motorcycle policeman drive over the curb, across 
an open area, and up a railroad bank for a few feet, 
where he dismounted and started scrambling up the bank. 

Would you please tell me whether you are certain that you 
witnessed this after you went through the underpass, and not 
before . 

The reason that I ask is because you are not the only wit- 
ness who reported seeing this policeman. Since everybody tends 
to t^-ink that the reference "up a railroad hank" or "up a grassy 
slope" refers to the famous grassy knoll, there is considerable 
consternation about the reports of these witnesses. I am. inclined 
to think that they accurately reported what they saw, but photo- 
graphs of the "grassy knoll" that were taken immediately after 
the shooting show that no policeman ran his motorcycle over the 
curb. One of the witnesses was in a position where he could not 
have seen that event if it took place on the "grassy knoll". 

If your report is correct, then it is possible that the 
witnesses are correct in their descriptions, but were referring 
to a different location from the one that we imagine, for the 
"grassy knoll" is to your right before you go t hr ought the under- 
pass, whereas you refer to a grassy slope that is on the other 
side of the underpass, on your right as you come out if the under- 
pass . 


I understand that the matter is not important, but if you 
would be good enough to answer this letter, I will at least" be 
able to understand why the testimony of witnesses does not in 
this case correspond with the evidence of Photographs. 

Yours truly, 

liiiu,, u(, tort*. 

Richard Bernals i 



